GODFREY VON Hore 
COUNSELOR AT LAW 
KX BREOSOWAK 
NEW YORK > SRN ime 
REEESOR € =32500 BO 8 8044 
108-33 70 Road, 
Forest Hills 75 


July 27, 1965. 


Mr. Eric P. Neumann 

Edison Bros. Stores,iInc. 

400 Washington Avenue, Re: SCHNUR ws FORD ano, 
St. Louis, 

MO. 


Dear Mr. Neumann: 


I represent Mr, Theodore Schnur in an action to 
rescind the sale of his original 1861 Confederate 507 
silver piece because of misrePresentations made by the 
defendants. 


It has come to my attention that you have a photo- 
graph of the coin in question. I would appreciate it wery 
much if your would permit me to have a reproduction made 
of your photograph or should you prefer would you have a 
reproduction made for me, I will of course pay whatever | 
expenses are invoOlwed. Awaiting your advice, pes Oy Maree 





July 28, 1965 


Mr. Godfrey Von Hofe 

Counselor at Law 

108-33 70 Road 

Forest Hills, 75,Long Island, New York 


Re: Sehnur vs. Ford 
Dear Mr. Yon Hofe: 


Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of 
duly 27, 1965. 


Would you be kind enough to send to me the 
pleadings whieh have been filed inthe action you 
refer to so that I may have a better understanding 
of the situation. 


Information which is in our files is avail-~ 
able but where litigation is involved we believe 
that a subpoena or deposition is desirable, unless 
all parties to the litigation consent to our furn- 
ishing information. 


I hope this clarifies our position. 


Sincerely yours, 


‘bee | ava ee 


ERIC P, NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 


Sn al ‘ei * : ; 


EPN/ath 






























Mrs. Qedtrey. You Hote 
Counselor at Law 
108=33 70 Road | 
Forest sige 75,L0ne Telend, New York 


Re: Sehnur | oe Ford 








Dear Mz?» Von ‘Hofer ie wae ate 





é - Receip a is | Seknovledeed of your letter of 4; : ae 
duly at, 1965. _ 


‘Would yeu be kind ‘enough to send to ne the 
' pleadings which have been filed inthe action 
refer to so that I may have * better ‘understending 
Bade the ‘situations = 


pt +" Taf opm on: which is 46 our files is avail- 
able but where litigetion is involved we believe — 
pet yA hen. agree ok Sei gph smpt arnerleige td unless 
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GODFREY VON HOFE 
COUNSELOR AT LAW 
RAO BROAI WAX 
NEW YORKX, N.Y 
RECS @ FR ola SA5DO= BO B 8044 
108-33 70 Road, 
Forest Hills 75 


July 30, 1965. 


Eric P, Newman, Esq,., 

Eric P, Newman Numismatic Educational Society, 

6450 Cecil Avenue, 

a Louis 5, Re: SCHNUR vs FORD ano, 
Oe 


Dear “yr, Newman: 

In compliance with your request of July 28, 1965, I 
herewith enclose a copy of the complaint in the above en= 
titled matter. 


Sincerely yours, 


wee oe. 7 4: ; ; , 
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GORN J, FORD, Jr, and WE NSPTICRLANDS 
Or * stCPIRP Asser Tiss 
MWS Sohd LP Rg he g 


De Lendantes » 

oe tO rw ro lw X 

flaintifrf® complaining of the defendants by GGDIREY von 

HOPS, his attorney, respectfully alleges: i 

ist: That at all tines hersinafter mentioned, the defendant 
Sew Netnerlends Coin Company, Ince, was and still is a domestie 
corporation, duly organized and existing under and by virtue of 
the laws of the State of New Yorks 4 

2nd: That the defendant JOHN J. ForD,Jdr. has a financial 


okay 
Hye 
ty Fok 


intersset in ths defendant NSTHERLANDS corn CGOHPANY, INC, as | 
an Cfficer of said corporation or otherwise. 

Srd: That ali of the statements and representations made 
by defendant JCM Jd. PORD dre. and all of the acts dens by said 
Jofendant JOUN J. PORD,J¢e, as hereinafter set forth, were made 


wt 


endant JOUN Jd. POPD,dre, Individually and for and in the 


A, 


oy der 
course Of his employment by defendant NEY NETHERLANDS COIN 
GOMeANZsINC,. and in end about its business. 

4th: That both defendants have held themselves cut to the 
pablic by advertising and printed articles as being experts and 
muthenticators of Civil War materials and coins of all natures, 
and esbecially the original 1861 Confederate SO¢ silver plece, 
of which only 4 were struck and the so called Scott's restrikes 
of the said 1661 Confederate 50¢ silver pisce of which 500 were 
struck es a private venture in the year 1879.4 

Sth: That in connection with original 1661 Confederate 507d 
allver pieces, defenGant JOHN J. FORD, Jre, held himself out to 


the genoral public, including coin dsfiers and to plaintiff to 








bo particularly expert therein end defendant JOM! J. FORDsdre 
did compose, edit, consult with and for od supervise ‘publia- 
ations doseribing aaid 19621, Confederate 50¢ allver pleces and 
the mannexy of distinguishing between the originals and the 
postrikes thoreef and establishing guides to determins eauthsne 
ticity of said 1861 Confe@ wate HO? allver coings : 

Sth: That on two ocaasions prior to the transnction on 
which thig suit ise based Plaintiff went to the defendente wth 
an 1861 Confederate S0¢ silver plese and requested expert 
advice as to whether the said coins were original op Seott's 
restrikes, That in gach Of ths sald prior occasions pleintise 
ebided by the expert opinion of the defendants and sold the 
allecsd Seott’s vestrik way wirlch were alle pod as such by the 
defendantd, to the de fendents for about $400,00 each which 
was ths d¢aleres buying price eat that ttn for a Seott's rae 
strike. | | = 

7th; That On Or sbout “ey 6 » 1961 Plaintire want to the 
petro -editan Colin Cenvention being heid at the rark Sheraton 
Hotei, Hew York Clty, Hees et which convention the defendant 

PMLANDS GOIN GOMPANY INC. had a bourss table for tha 

‘purpose of selignge and tuying coina, fhe defendans JON J. 
PUlDedPeg Yas In Gharce of ths sald bourse table for ths 
aefendent Viel NETHERLANDS COZN COM? ANY, In NG e » : 

otas The Plaintiff? exhibited his 1861 Gonfederate 50¢ 
sliver coin to defendant JUD J. PORDsdre, atating that he 
believed 1% to be an original i8S1 Confederate SG¢ silver 
coin and that it was certh a considerable sum of moncy. 

Oth: That, the defendant JOHN J. FORD, Jr., inspected tho 
Plaintifftte coin and advised Plaintire that 4t was just - 
another Scott's vostrize in a very bad conditidn but thet he 
would pay plaintLfe 4425.00 for tt. | 

Oth: That the plaintife belteved the representstions of 


the defendants thet hie sefd coin was a Sectt's rusteties asc 
not an Original Confederate 1861 50d shiver pleese and plaine 


ie 


fyi a 
tiff was thereby induced 804 ype his original 1861 Confederate 





S0¢ silver piece to the defendants for BAL .00, | ess 

Lith: That the consent of the plaintiff to the daie of his 
above said coin to the defendants for [425,00 was obtainad by 
froud, in that the defendants nat the thine of maleLng said fal 
representations as te plairgirr’s coin, Knew thom to bo falsa = - 
and untrus and that they were made by the defendants with the 
intent to deceive and defraud the Plainti (fl op that seid rope 
-pesentations were made to Plaintiff by reason of « mistakes or 
lack ‘of mowliadge on the part of the Parties horatos - 


12th: That the plaintiff believed and re Upon the ¢ 


G 


‘false representations of the oe, that ata coin 
was a Scott's pestrike whon he was induced to meke the sale oF 
his said original 1861 Gonfeicoante SO¢g stiver ptece to the 
defendants, however Dlaintiff has now discovered that the def 
endganta' representations wore wholly untrus and plaintifr? ' | 
would not have sold his original isch Confederate Oe silyoy 
Pisco to. the defendants but for the ni ereprosentations of the 
a Tondant « 

ictat That thereafter and on op sbout duly £0, 1965 the 
Piesintif? diecoversd the fraud that had been practiced upon 
hin by the defendanta and plaintig¢ ee elocts to re&ind the sale 
of his Originsl 1861 Convederate so¢ Silver piecs to the dofe 
endants, On Or about “ay 6 ,1961. 

RIEREPORS, Plaintiff’ i aceon it egeinas the dofen= 
dents reselinding the sale by DbiaintLfre¢e to ths defendants of | 
the original 1861 Confec erate 50¢ silver coin; directing the \ 
defendantea to return the eald coin to plaintiig on receipts of 
‘the consideration paid to plaintiff; and thst plaintire have 
such other, further op different rolie? os may be. juat ard. proe 
POX, tonather with the costs and disbursements of this action. 


, 


 GOPPREY von HOPE, 
Attorney for Frlaintiry, 
Office & ¥ 04 AGGPCa Bs 
LOG-35 FO Roads 


ra, ~ FT a 
Foves% lilliss 
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OF Now LOrKXe 
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Papers in the suit have been filed in the 
Suprems Court, Queens County, in the Courthouse 


at Jamaica,N.Y. On July 26, 1965. 
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Dear “tr. Von tofe: 


in connection with your desire to obtain eae 
.cture of the Confederate Half Doller which your 
“ment sold, I feel that 14 would be best if I abe 
tained the consent of the other parties to the Liti- 
wation. \ 
\ \ 

L\am therefore sending a copy of 
to them, hoping they will eith £ 
adirectiy, or wikl grant oer: 


= 
siseien for it 
im @n inf drrvel MALTY 


so Pre Fs ae ke v x Tees 3 ¢ a 
wee Fe NE: 4 oe LPS 2 in 
«2 i ~ oe rok ok 
* : ius ray 
Sear td tah ELI ) heed 


GCs 
Mr. John Jo Ford, dre 
New Netherlands Coin Company 


Bea /atb 








JOHN J. FORD, UR. 
SAS 


176 HENDRICKSON AVE. 
ROCKVILEE CENTRE, L.I., N.Y. 


August 6, 1965 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

Edison Brothers Stores, Inc. 
400 Washington Ave. 

St. Leuis 2, Me. 


Dear Eric: 


Both Charles and I have copies of your letter 
dated August 4th, to Mr. G. Von Hofe. This is in connection 
with Von Hofe's desire to obtain a photograph of the Con- 
federate half dollarf purchased indirectly by me from Ted 
Schnur in 1961. 


I appreciate very much, your referring Mr. Von 
Hofe's request to me. I would appreciate it very much, 
your not furnishing to any one or delivering to any one, 
photographic prints furnished to you by me, unless of 
course, the photographs were to be used in a numismatic 
publication, but even in this instance, I think it would 
be better, to check with each other, in reference to 
formal permission, and proper credit. 


Your cooperation, in writing to Charles and myself 
is very much appreciated. 


Very truly yours, 


J d, JF. 
JJF:dn 


cc - Mr. L. Rosenthal 


GODFREY VON HOFE 
COUNSELOR AT LAW 
IK CO KEKE OOK ONAN 
NEW YORK Z@N.Y 
RG hORe a 325C- BO 8 8044 
108-33 70 Road, 
Forest Hills 75 


Aug. 6, 1965, 


Mr. Eric P, Newman, Esq., 

Eric P, Newman Numismatic Education Soctety 

6450 Cecil Ave., 

St. Louis 5, 

Mo, Re: SCHNUR vs FORD an0e 


Dear Mr, Newman: 


Permit me to thank you for your letter of Auge 4, 
1965. 


Accordingly I would appreciate hearing from you 
further in the matter. 
Sincerely, 


¢ ae 
Seay, en S\/ 
hee 


MY. Ge Yon Hofe 
7b-lk 110th St. 
Forest Hills, Long 


Dear Mr. Von Hofe: 





I have 


received 


August 10, 1965 


Island, New York 


4 


arenly from John FPord and 


er 
y 


he does not wish us to furnish photographic 
material to you. Horever, this, and all other 
information on the subject will remain in our 
files and will be available, if necessary, if 
either the parties agree or depositions are 


undertaken, 


EPN/atb 





Sincerely yours, 


ERIC FP, NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 





GODFREY VON HoFE 
COUNSELOR AT LAW 
X'XRKRROORAY 
NEW YORK = NESE 
| SBECTLOR2=ebQ~. 


108-33 70 Road, 
Forest Hills 75 


Aug. 18, 1965. 


Eric P, ‘ewman, “sq., 

Eric P, “ewman Numismatic Education Society 
6450 Cecil Avenue, 

St. Louis 5, Mo. 


Dear Mp, Newman: 


I have just returned from a week on my farm in Penne 
and I hasten to reply to your letter of Aug. 10, 1965. 


The contents of your letter has been noted, 


I feel that you are being eminently fair in the matter 


and I will take such steps as the case requires and the law 
ellows. 


Sincerely yours, 


A os a, 





Mr. Eric P. Newman 
61:50 Cecil Ave. 
St. Louis, Myssouri 


> 


Dear Eric? 


remain, 


vi 





GODFREY VON Hore 
COUNSELOR AT LAW 
PAX BROABWKK 
NEW YORK ZN.Y 
108-33 70 Road, 

Forest Hilis 


Jan. 10, 1968. 


Eric P. Newman, Esq., 
6450 Cecil Avenue, 
St. Louis, 

Missouri. 


Dear Mr. Newman: 


With respect to the case of Schhur vs Ford you did not 
hear from me further because I was able to get the examinaytion 
and photograph of the coin by court process. 


I called Lester Merkin on the phone and asked him what 
value he placed on his coin, as I wanted to get some idea of the 
present market value of the 1861 Confederate 4 dollar. 


He gave me a figure of around $50,000.00. we suggested 
that I communicate with you for your value of your coin and the 


figure at which you have it jnsur¢d. Should it be agreeable for 
you to do so, I would appreciate it. AE ig ee Hee 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 





6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


January 15, 1968 


Mr.Godfrey Von Hofe 
Counselor at Law 
10833 70 Road 
Forest Hills 

New York 


Dear Mr, Von Hofe: 


There was an appraisal made of the Confederate 
helf dollar belonging to us. It was made by pro- 
fessional numismatists about five yesers ago and 
valued the piece at $0,000.00. 


We feel it would be advisable to obtain the 
full detail by subpoena at such time as you may 
require it. 


Sincerely yours, 


eG Da 


EIST ong, ae Sea SS 


ro 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 


=~ 


rn 
} ad 


I/atb 


i 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 
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copy end still is a copy. The: pedigree does BS: make de a en 
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own authentication rection t am of -peeoseity foreed to ere on 
physical charactsrLatios of gotne and 4 'n most ¢ases not. to take 


cognizance of ‘She agit et peaheree, ar ane. 
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2. 12 mown ‘Scott's restrikes and 
to have been nada lees obverses C fronts |. 
anner characteristic of then end ‘no oth 


way in which the said reat ees were Bees 


ona by the. Aneriten Ni vulometic : voctety 


as off the reverse or eagle side tee 


the obverse se or front ) intact. 


_otreatnent all of the Scott's restrikes, wi 
Plat tenea obverses ( fronts) and flattened 
é of th2 backs of the coins: “reduded: 
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status of the coin. tn Asus ts Goce also Me tduk Canwa "by the. 


Physical chunact’ fsties. ner tofore TET Ony ot tycett cut the need LOPs 
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JOHN J. FORD, Jr. and Ni% NA™TURLAXDS 
COIN CCr.r ANY, ING., 


Def2rcdcantSe 


STATS CP 


pai OF Seo YOrK 


TR BREEN, belng dul, sworn, dejoses end says: 

Thut he resides at 6066 Vegent Street, perfiey, California. 
snd is a professional numis: iat ist, naving oven so enecaed for 
over 16 years, with my cffice located at ©U%SF Resent Street 
neriBley, Californié.e 

That auring that said period cf numismatic work I have been rs 
one of tne Eaitors of The Stancard Catalogue of United S tates céins 
sinc: 1953,  That~I have an article on United States Goins and 
paper money under the heading of WU sTSLATICS in the current . ; 
cf The 3ncyclopeedia Er tmnnica. That T have aritten ‘Tor. ‘Publicate 
fon over 300 articles in magazines, coin trade newspapers sia 
journals. That I have edited three different coin periodica 

ietrovolitan : : 
VANA “ews;/Numismatic 23% Journal and the fone 

Thiet I 
Rucine, “isconsin as a consultant for A Guide Book of. 

Coins snd for other mumismatic purposes. 
numismatic articl3s accepted for publication by the. 


rublishing company on the subject ro Ment Errors eax: 





for various dealers all over th: Uniteu (tits. 

That IT have authenticated d‘sputed rar- oct 
for over 15 years ana that in conjunction wits U2: 
of Counmertit, wise-struck and Un®fficital .5. cCins, T ser up tne 
Institute of Numismatic Authenticators arcuna 1GS6S for tie pum ose 
of systematizing SERNA IS +688 tre. proc: Bure s ang for the trctutr 
other authenticators, am 

That cy early Soni ndon in the pecoritzing of copied na elt-red 
coins c:me from my work With tne lete end nt: : 
Raymon, ud and Stuurt Nosher 

net T nave read tie affidavit. of Harve, stacey, stern ro on 
february £7, 1967 wherein n> states tan tt %s oteriel end isportent | 
tins the pedigree Of the 1861 Confederste 5 ef{lver ain ce sat up e 
‘n. order to determine if th: ccofn in issue ts 5 -amiine coin or a ae 
Scott's restrixe. 

That deponent disagrees wholly with ‘r. stacks contenticn” : 
because the bedigras of 2 ccin ts not nee3ssur; or satertal to tina. 
. Geterminat tom’ of its status as authentic or ot! lersise, original or. 
restrike, 2 

De ponent states that the fact as to whether a coin is a g-muine 
coin or a copy or a restrixe can Only te deternined by a physicul — 
examination of the coin because the orizinal coin will have certain 
piysidal characteristics and the copy or restricz2 other and uifferent 

Diysioal characteristics, 

The fact that a »edigree is offered for a coin is eee compe ll. | 

ingwor necessary in tne authentication of the said coin, Por examp. : 
mad= mope than a céntury asc SS 

a certain person um; have a copy of a cpin/ and possess same for 70. 

years. Then wnen the coin ‘s offerse for sale the pe dieree woule * 


indicite who the owner had been for 70 years,however tne ccin was a ©) 


copy and still is a copy. The pedigree does not make it & genuine. 


coins 

That it. is possible to detect 1f a cotn is genuine or faksé ty 
criteria entirely independent of tny {purported bedigree and tn. TE: 
own authenticating Practice I am of necessity ferced to rely on 


Physical characteristics of coins and {n most cases not to take. 


ois. capeeaeeptie of the pce pedigree, if anys 





“hat deponent has examined the Confederate 19*1 507% stlver 
ectin that its in issue in this case and 15 preparec +o state that 
4{t 4s struck from the tdent foal aies used On tie Ctner turse orlige= 
tinal WoxGYinene ald of which 7 have physicaliy examined, these being 
ail of tne sp2cimens Known to have been atruck by tae Confedaeracye 
rage other S coins ure Latetsa as follows: on? 13 tn. the Asenican 


Numflemetic Society tn the City of ‘iew Yorks; ons ts owned ty =rte 


es vewman of St. outs, i.Og3 and the third !'s Owned by nester nerkin.« 


fo fhe City OF: (3. .Orday 


+ 


on 


het ,roof of tas original status of * 2: cctn at fesue can be 
Capea s: by eae fol lows ig criterts; 
1. “h: cetghnt Is well tn excess cof any Scott*s restriae, “ven 
WeLipnt. sheurd be: om c ‘ectt's restriag ,et to be ites 
t176 sculd not sufftee -*c rerute tak points tc fcilov. 
in °eott's restrikes and all Scott's restrises «nown 
‘ad? hav Ofverses (ironts) flattened in a pecutar 
cheract2ristic of tacam snd no other coin because of tis 
in whic’, ta: said res#txes were made, ‘hen J.%. Scott and Lavid= 
posecy made the said restri.ses 1n 1879 they were legal, debarred j 
from using 3 erty seated obverse die for use with the Confraerate.” 
seve. se ; 
samk roverse, .tica satdfale they nad bought from the former 
i 
Confedersts sovernment official who hed owned one of tn four 
opicinal Sonfeda-rate £07 silver ccins, thag being the one presently © | 
oplean Vunisratic - octet, of the City of “ew org, 
taey purchased 500 regular 1841 50% silver coins and 
reverse or eagle sid: leaving the Liberty seated on 
to obverse ( or front ) intact. hen ney placed the said one 


ani 7 ain collav -attached =" 
/wotle impressing upon the. 


Lf dollars on «a brass plete for suppor 


Stans rsedk tue aforcsalid Confe-derats @@@B als, as a een 08 ae i 
~~? 


restoent oll of the Scott's rastrixes, without greet iol heave 


weet th? bees of the ecins reduced 


(y bout 7 grains each, which ‘s well in excess. cf norms) loss hare 


wiare Tnese features are not found on the four genuine origins! 


Confederate 30% stlwer coins as they were normaly Renee. ue Log a 





shat time “apne : 
T.S. Min ’ = etd or ee ae 
| 36. The coin at “Laeue shows: ‘ne rust marks. on ‘the reverse dic — 3 
and ne erumbling or breakage et. tas right: edge. A tn this Psauture a 
tic agrees “tth the ‘conditton of ‘the Other 2 genuine Confederate ‘ 
£08 stiver eoins, . The peeipas aie of the Confederate’ 50g. aiiver: 


eoin ved d -+ortorated ‘between 1s when. it was used to striite the 


‘four orginal sofas and 1879 wh en it was used £0. name the seott! ie 


an tive ee of the coin: end 4t suffices tc teil 4 if “a iene 
cotn was or was not nude. in iaert ceil 1979. us - ee et ood TE 
fo ors ohyapse dt of the coin at. tesue is ‘voesttvely 16 
“and accncvledged as being from the Sarie ate as Bre the three 
specizens. of undoudted Sid hae status, This obwerse ts ‘posit ye 
‘identified » by a crac. showing as 4 raised line on the coin from 
nose of Liberty to the rim just past the 7th ‘star counted closlrts 
On no Seot+*s restrike known to date is the said obverse ais; + of 


origine] Confzicrste SO? silver Plzce imown tc occure . 


P2 shove criterta suffices to distinguish a purported @righ 


Confederate 50% silver coin from a Scott's restrike, They are 
Physieccl chsracteristics atsolutely independent of a purported 
pecirrsae and tt ney can be established by a naked eye Inspection; ox 
cept for ths sforesatd ite break from Liberty s nose to the bbge 
requires a magul ging Glass to be seen, oe tis 


“ne cotn at tissue has all of the ee Of an oF 


‘here are toflate no speciudne showing both the onarectentetiee wt 
the original coin snd these of a Scott's restrike, The seta 


chapaetoristics are matually seereete esi 


-ommed by the Amsrican Kumismatic Soatety, Erte a ond an 
i Serkin. have: been ostablished by us 





Poe AS, ONS 


second and ‘thira Spree. 
und tha/of these pisces are without paeported pedicrees, fhe genuine. 


status of the coin tn issue is Sacrefore siso. sstepitanee by the 
physical charaetcricties heretofore referroa to sit cut: the need for. 
op the asofistanes of any purported psaicree. 

T have teen sasa:d to give mj opinion as to whether a pedigree 
oF *he ecin in issu? would be materis1 or import ant fur de ey mining the 
issuc befure this court as to whether the coin ‘a genuine OF & Scott! s 
restrike, T s3e no reason to deviat= ‘n the present. case from ay 
#: normsl policy of determining as genuine or false, a copy. or a ree : 

3 strike, afk any disputed coin by other than physical criteria. A ss 


oe pedigree can be relevent Looe some eases in ostupl ishing thet a 


ve simabertal meettecnt: ‘ 
£8: eee bey =  ensenenie, 








STATE OF NEW YORK 


SUPREMsS ark td Or ee 
UE: 


7 


THEODORE L. SCHNUR, ~ | a Cee | 


vlaintiffr j 
~against= “9 ak te 
JOHN mM a FC Ru » ad Yr 9 and WN BY u NETHERLA? NDS : 


Defendants « 


Plaintiff complaining of the defendants by GODFREY von HOFH, | 


his attorney, for his amended complaint respectfully alleges: 


FOR A FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION. | ee 
iyi, 4 “oe e aK = ee : = F a: 
ist: +hat at all times hereinafter mentioned, the defendant a 


NEW NETHSRLANDS COIN COurANY,ING.,, was and still is a domestics 


we 


corporation, duly organized and existing under and by virtue of the 
laws of the state of now York, 


2nd: That the defendant JOHN J. FORD,Jr, has a financial int 
- <a 


liefendant NEW NETHERLANDS vices COMPANY,INC. as an 





aefendant JOHN J. FORD,dr, and all of the acts done by said defen-. 
dant JOHN J. FORD, dre, as hereinafter set forth, were made by def-= 
endant JOHN J. FORD,Jr, individually and for and in the course of 
his employment by defendant NEY ao COIN COKM?PANY,INC. and 

tn: That both defendants have held shemselves cut to the 
public by advertist ing and printed articles as being experts and 
authentiecators of Civil War materials and coins of all natures and 
especially the original 1861 Confederate 50¢ silver piece, of which > 
only 4 were struck and the so callea Scott's vestrikes of the said 
1861 Confederate 50¢ silver piece of which 500 were struck asa - 
Drivate venture in the year 1879. 


Sth: That in connection with the original 1861 Confederate 50¢ 


silver Piece, defendant JOHN J. FORD,Jr, held himself out to the 
general public, including coin dealers and to plaintiff to be pari 
ticularly expert therein and defendant JOHN J. FORD,Jr. did compose, 
edit, consult with and for and supervise publications describing 


silver pieces and the manner of disting- 


e 


ia 1861 Confederate 50 
uishing between the originals and the restrikes thereof and estab- 


lishing guides to determines authenticity of said 1861 Confeserate 


th: That on two occasions Prior to the transaction on which 
this suit is based plaintiff went to the defendants with an 1861 
Confederate 50¢ Silver piece and requested expert advice from the 
defendants as to whether the said coins were original or Scotts 


restrikes, That on each of the said prior occasions plaintiff 


abided by the expert opinion of the defendants and sold the alleged 


2 


Scott's restrikes, which were alleged as such by the defendants, 
to the defendants for about $400,00 each, which was the dealers 
buying Price at that time for a Scott's restrike, 

Yth: That on or about May 6, 1961, plaintiff went to the 


HYotropolitan Coin Convention bei held at the Park Sheraton Hotel, 


vec! 


New York City,N.Y., at which convention the defendant NEW NETHER~ 
LANDS COIN COMPANY ING. had a bourse ‘able for the purpose of 
gelling and buying coins, the defendant JOHN J. FORD, Jre, was in 
charge of the said bourses table for the defendant NE NETHERLANDS 
COIN COMPANY,INC. 

Sth: The plaintiff exhibited his 1861 Confederate 50¢ silver 
coin to defendant JOHN z, FORD, Jr, stating that he believed it to 
be an original 1861 Confederate 50¢ silver coin and that it was 
worth a considerable sum of money. 

9th: That the defendant JOHN J. FORD,Jr. inspected the plain-= 
tiff's coin and advised plaintiff that it was just another Scott's 
restrike in a very bad condition but that he would pay plaintiff 
$425,00 for it, 

LOth: That the Plaintiff believed the representations of the 


defendants that his said coin was a Scott's restrike and not an 


original Confederate 1861 50¢ silver piece and plaintiff was there= 
by induced and did s ell his original 1861 Confederate 50¢ silver 
Piece to the defendants for ¥425,006. 

llth: That the consent of the plaintiff to the sale of his 


above said coin to the defendants for $425.00 was obtained by fraud, 


®n that the defendants at the time of making said false representat- 


jons as to plaintiff's coin, imew them to be false and untrue and 


that they were made by the defendants with the intent to dsceive 


and Gefraud the Plaintiff or that said repregentations were made to 


Plaintiff by reason of a mistake or lack of knowledge on the Part 


12th: That the plaintiff believed and relied upon the false 


representations of the defendants that plaintire's coin Was a 
Scot¢é's restrike when he was induced to make the sale of his 


original 1861 Confederate 50d silver piece to the defendants, 

has now discovered that the defendants’ repre= 
sentations were wholly untrue and Dlaintiff would not have sold his 
original 1861 Confederate 50% silver piece to the defendants but ZO; 


the misrepresentations of the defendants. 


tiff digcovered the fraud that had’ been practiced upon him by the 
defendants and plaintiff elects to rescind the sale of his original 


186lL Confederate 50¢ silver piece to the defendants on or about 


May 6, 1961, 


ATMDmopramr a 
ALTERNATIVE AS A 


e074 ~ rt 


ND CAUSE OU ACG? LONG 
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and realleges each and every allegation 
s"ist"to"l2th", inclusive, as though more 


fully and at length herein set forth, 


1Se), ¢ Ha Kawa a 
+oth:! That thereafter and on or about duly 20, 1965 the plaine 


tif? discovered t 


© 
93 
G 
Qu 
ct 
DS 
© 
ct 


had been Practiced upon him by the 


iG6th: That on information and belief the market value of Plain= 


and on or about July 20, 1965 the Plaine 


tife's said,original Confederate 1861 50¢ silver piece on or about 
ilay 6, 1961 was approximately $40,000,00, 

L7th: That as a result of the foregoing the plaintirr has been 
damaged in the sum of $39,575,00, representing 340,000.00 less the 
consideration of $425,00 paid to phat ntiff, with interest from May 
6, 1961, 

WHEREFORE , Plaintiff? demands judgment against the defendants 
as follows: 

(a) Rescinding the sale by plaintiff to the defendants of the 
original 1861 Confederate 50¢ silver coin and directing 
the defendants to return the said coin to plaintiff upon 
receipt of the $425,000 consideration paid to plaintiff, 

or in the alternative 3 

(b) For damages against the defendants in the sum of $59,575,00 
with interest from May 6, 19613 

(c) Together with such other, ‘further or aifferent relief as 
May be just and proper, together with the costs and dis-. 
bursements of this action, 

Go ODFREY von HOFE 

tio mey for Plaintiff 
Office & P.O. Address 
LOG@535 70 Road, - 
Forest Hills 75, 


Queens County, 
City of New York, 


/ 


